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Based on review of the background datnland analytical data
submitted, offer the following cbservations:
1 PCS cohtanination is evident throughout Eho creek bed as found
in 3 separate sampling events. ;
<. Heavy matal concentrations in many ctsds exceed EP Tox or TC
“calcylated® thresholds.
3. Other |halogenated organic compounds in soil besides
PCB's [include:
chlorobenzenes (X128, Pl1, SD1)
Achlorophencls (X128, sp1)
richlorocbanze (X128, P1, SD1, SD2)
thylene Chloride ‘ (807, SO01G, RO12)
tachlorophenol (SDi, $D3)
strachlorbenzenes (soi)
Chlorophenol (SD})
chlorobenzene I (SD2)
,3,7,8 Tetrachloroe- 5
enzo-p=-dioxin ’
4. For . ses of classification, no kﬁéﬂlodqc of process is
imparfed-or implied, thersfors a specifiic source (K waste) or
non fic source waste (F waste) i4 not determinable and

ion of spills of listed wastes (U, P) is read in the
€.

ledge of the processes entering the creek should e

explofed before determining that the soils, when excavated,
vould{be non-listed.
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5. As indicated earlier, the high metal concentration would lead
one tb think tha soils would be pollibly classud as RCRA

by a factor of 20. This approdach has been accepted
in deternining applicability of tharacteristic listing
DO17) .

r, based on ground vater nnalysis;it does not appear the
are in a leachable form. This ik evident based on the
vely low concentrations found injwater.

f the sample locations xndzcatclhiqh concentration of
(HOC's) and heavy netals whibh could potentially
£y ¢the soil as a California List Waste raquiring’
ration. The combination obf Thazardous wasts
ctaristic for metals) and HOC's >;1000 ppm would qualify
incinerable -~ specifically PCB inpineration (See 40 CFR
d.1 and 40 CFR 268.42 a.2).

r classification via analysis further background
tion is required for me to determine suitability for
1l disposal.

toxicity characteristic "E:r netals and run“TC*®
rganics also. (The organics portion will be applicable
/25/90 and if organic exceeds knreshold value, then
aste may be hazardous by |characteristic.) See
qsachn-nt.

b. rthar investigate background of |Dead Creek in order to
lassify under National cbneinqcify Plan criteria.

2. The ling for dioxins must be svaluated as to applicability

to C rate acceptance criteria of 1lppb, 2, 3, 7, 8 TCDD.

The ct that TCDD is present above detection limits raises

my <céncerns. I must be assured,  through sampling and
analypis, that Corporate policies are hot compromised.

3. If s¢ils are considered non-regula then they nay be

dispoped of at Emelle as PCB vaste. A Eonproh-n-ivo sampling

and lysis plan should be developed order to adequately

classiify wvaste soils upon removal. CER  0og
428
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If determined to be EP toxic for metalsiand total HOC's do not
axceed or equal 1000 ppm, Emelle may ofiffer stabilization then
landfjll or the stabilization of metalsimay take place in-situ
or via on-site process prior to shipment.

As yop can see the LDR, BDAT, Drop Dead Dates questions all
hinge} on waste classification issyes. Segrsgation nay
definitely be a possibility similar toia job happening in the
easte region where some material is|suitable for landfill
and other materials must go to 1nc1n.raIion from the same job.

Pending restrictions are (1) TC rule for charactaristic
deterpination effective 9/25/90. (2) August 8, 1990 variance
expiration for characteristic metdl wastes <creatment
s. (3) Out-of-state disposal tax effactive 7/15/90.
g waste (Cerro Copper)

ective cnrs\t{b.
ite technologies,

I appreciate the opportunity to review the project and look forward
to assistifg you and Monsanto in any way I ¢an.

/1lb

Attachment
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Table IV.3-=Toxicity Characmar:stiie canstitients

iAnd Regqulatoery lLeveis

EPA HW
Numder’ c . Requlats
Snstituant Level (M/ L)
Do04 Arsenic 5.0
000s Barium 180 ¢
0018 Benzene o8
0006 Cadajius 1.0
0019  Carpon tetracnlsride 0.5
2020 Qleordans 0.03
2021 Qiloresenzene 100.0
D022 Qlsratora 4.0
2007 chreaiun s.0
o023 9=CTeasol 300.0°
03¢ a=Creseol 200.0°
Do2s pe=Craseol 200.0
5026 Crasel 200.0°
Dol¢ 2,4=0 10.0
Doa? 1,4=0ichlcrobanzens 7.3
po2s 1,2=-0ichleroethans 0.8
D029 1,1-Dickloroetnyleans 0.7 s
0030 2.4=0initrotoluene 0.13
po12 ndrin 0.02
D631 Heptachlor (and its
nydroxidas) 0.008
5032 Hexachlarebenztene 0.13
2033 Hexachlore=1, l-dutadiane 0.S
DO34 Rexaghlorcathane 3.0
2008 e . $.0
DO13 Lindana 0.4
D009 Maroury 0.2
0014 Bethexyehlor 10.¢
DO3S Neshyl ethyl ketsne a00.0
- 0036 gitTebensane L 10:.3
0037 PemSachlerophanc .
0038 Pymidise s. o}
0010 selaniom 1.0
001l silvers $.0
5019 fetrachloreethylans 0.7
0013 Texaphena 0.8
0040 Trichloroetiylans 0.3
0041 2,4,5-Trichlorophencl 400.0
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Levels (Ssntinued)

EPA W CAS Regulate
Numger' Censtituant Number? ol (ng/t)
D042 2.4,6~Tricnlerophanc] 88-06-3 2.0
0017 2,4,5-T? (S{lvex) 93=73-1 1.0
2043 vinyl :axerﬁdo 78=01-4¢ Q.2

Hazardeous vaste n

esical abstracts

Quantisasion lias
level. e quant
level.

I o.3=,and -~}

the total crasel
lavel for total

ol csncane

L.

i8 gresacay
tatian limae

002¢) ¢

sarvics number.
: kan t=e calculated r
tlareters becoaas

Taticns cannet be
oncsnctrat
80l is 200 ng/}

sgulatory
the Tequlatory

diffarentiated, '

ien is used. Tha Tequlatory
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